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I do not wish to brag, and I'm not even
sure this can be proven, but an acquaintance
of long ago, who was a professor at Colorado
College in the sixties and still a citizen of a
South American country (I do not recall his
name nor what land he came from), told me
about five or six years ago when we re-met
that he’d sent my editorial to one of the
ministers in his country and it was barely
possible this “model”” fed into their social
security system. He claimed it was a very
solid program and had helped make his coun-
try financially strong.

You have tons of reading material and I
hope this three page treatise isn’t so long it
will get just a cursory glance. Maybe you
can read it on the plane?

Your friend and supporter,
BiLL.

TRIBUTE TO PAUL M. AUSTER
HON. BILL ARCHER

OF TEXAS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, March 11, 1999

Mr. ARCHER. Mr. Speaker, this week marks
the culmination of a very successful career for
Paul M. Auster who for the past twenty-three
years has served as Tax Counsel for the
House Committee on Ways and Means.

A native of Brooklyn, New York, Paul se-
cured his law degree from the College of Wil-
liam and Mary in Virginia. Afterwards, he re-
ceived his Masters in Taxation from New York
University and began public service in the
Chief Counsel's Office at the Internal Revenue
Service. In 1976, Paul joined the Republican
Staff of the Ways and Means Committee and
became responsible for all areas of the Tax
Code relating to employee benefits, inter-
national taxation and insurance. Anyone who
is familiar with these issues knows that Paul
was the principal attorney dealing with some
of the most complicated provisions of the In-
ternal Revenue Code.

Throughout his years with the Ways and
Means Committee, Paul assisted Members
and staff with a myriad of legislative initiatives
and helped draft legislative language for at
least a dozen major tax bills starting with the
1976 Tax Reform Act and finishing with the
Taxpayer Relief Act of 1997. As the pension
and foreign tax rules grew increasingly more
complex, Paul's expertise and depth of knowl-
edge became crucial to sound tax policy.

| know Paul’s friends and coworkers join me
in wishing him the very best. Paul has earned
a fulfilling retirement marked with the satisfac-
tion of a job well done. He will be truly missed
by those fortunate to have worked at this side.
Good Luck, Paul, and thank you.

EDUCATION FLEXIBILITY
PARTNERSHIP ACT OF 1999

SPEECH OF

HON. BENJAMIN A. GILMAN

OF NEW YORK
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, March 10, 1999

The House in Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union had under
consideration the bill (H.R. 800) to provide
for education flexibility partnerships:

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Chairman, | rise today in
support of H.R. 800, the Education Flexibility

Partnership Act of 1999 and | commend the
distinguished gentlemen from the education
committee, Mr. GOODLING and Mr. CASTLE for
bringing this important legislation to the floor
today.

This legislation will provide states and our
local education officials with greater flexibility
in using federal education funds to support lo-
cally-designed, comprehensive school im-
provement efforts. Currently only 12 states
have this ability, but this bill would extend this
flexibility to all 50 states. Supported by many
groups such as the U.S. Chamber of Com-
merce, the National School Boards Associa-
tion, and the New York State United Teachers,
the expansion of the ed-flex program will give
states and local school districts, much needed
regulatory relief to pursue education reforms,
while maintaining a level of accountability.

To ensure that this program will not be
abused, the Secretary of Education must de-
termine that a state has an approved title |
plan or has made substantial progress in de-
veloping and implementing state content
standards and assessments under the Ele-
mentary and Secondary Education Act of
1965, in order to be eligible for ed-flex waiv-
ers. Moreover, states are required to develop
detailed improvement plans, specific to the
waiver authority requested, and must continue
to comply with basic federal requirements con-
cerning civil rights and educational equity.

Ed-flex will reduce the federal demands on
local school districts and will allow local offi-
cials the freedom to choose between what
works and what doesn’t work for their specific
school system. This will in turn, help the fed-
eral government to see what federal regula-
tions are not being used by local districts and
allocate those funds to other programs that
the state and local officials deem necessary
and useful.

This program helps everyone. Local districts
will have the flexibility to customize their
schools to bring about maximum perform-
ances from their teachers and students, and
the federal government will learn from the
local and state officials which programs work
and which programs need to be changed.

Once again | applaud the efforts of the Edu-
cation Committee and | urge my fellow col-
leagues to support the ed flex bill.

H.R. 1074 THE REGULATORY RIGHT-
TO-KNOW ACT OF 1999

HON. TOM BLILEY

OF VIRGINIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, March 11, 1999

Mr. BLILEY. Mr. Speaker, today | am intro-
ducing H.R. 1074, the Regulatory Right-to-
Know Act of 1999. The Regulatory Right-to-
Know Act is an important tool to understand
the magnitude and impact of Federal regu-
latory programs. The Act will provide all Amer-
icans, including state and local officials, with
new tools to help them participate more fully
and improve our government. Better informa-
tion and public input will help regulators en-
sure better, more accountable decisions and
promote greater confidence in the quality of
federal policy and regulatory decisions. Better
decisions and updated programs will help
Americans enhance innovation, improve the
quality of our environment, make our families
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safer, improve our economic security, and im-
prove the quality of life.

Mr. Speaker, we know the right steps. Over
the past four years, this Congress has
changed the direction of Federal Government
from the endless burden of more taxes and
spending to the new fiscal discipline of bal-
ance and accountability. For the past decade
the genius of freedom and innovation has driv-
en American businesses through a quality and
productivity revolution. The result of this drive
toward efficiency and accountability is an
American economy which is the unparalleled
envy of the world. The freedom and innovation
of millions of Americans in private businesses
have brought incredible improvements to our
quality of life, health care, education, and
prosperity. Through the new emphasis on
flexibility and innovation, State and local offi-
cials have led the way to safer, cleaner and
more prosperous places to live. We in Con-
gress must be the allies of state and local
government, American business and families
through responsible management of the Na-
tion’s regulatory programs to ensure quality in
necessary regulation and even greater free-
dom from unwise regulation.

To do our jobs we must first understand the
impact of Federal regulatory programs on our
economy and innovation. In addition to taxes,
the Federal Government imposes tremendous
costs and restrictions on innovation on the pri-
vate sector, State and local governments and,
ultimately, the public through ever increasing
Federal regulations. Here too we must drive
toward quality, efficiency and accountability.

Some estimates place the compliance costs
from Federal regulatory programs at more
than $680 billion annually and project substan-
tial growth even without new legislation. These
costs are often hidden in increased prices for
goods and services, loss of competitiveness in
the global economy, lack of investment in job
growth, and pressure on the ability of State
and local governments to fund essential serv-
ices, such as crime prevention and education.
More recently we have heard mayors decry
the effect that unwise Federal regulations
have on the problems of brownfields redevel-
opment and preventing reinvestment in our
urban areas. As a former mayor of Richmond
| am familiar with and very sympathetic to
these problems.

Unlike the private sector, where freedom of
contract and free market competition drive
price and quality, Federal programs are only
accountable through the political process.
Over the past few decades both Congress and
the Executive Branch have driven growth in
Federal regulatory programs, creating layer
upon layer of bureaucracy at great cost and
often with diminishing returns for the American
people. Congress and the Executive Branch
must take concrete steps to manage and re-
form these programs. The Regulatory Right-to-
Know Act is a fundamental building block for
a smarter partnership in federal regulatory pro-
grams. The leadership we show or fail to show
will affect the quality of life for ourselves and
our children.

Bipartisan organizations representing the
Nation’s governors, mayors, professional city
managers, county officials and others are
unanimous in their support for the Regulatory
Right-to-Know Act. Citizens for a Sound Econ-
omy, the National Federation of Independent
Businesses, the U.S. Chamber of Commerce,
the National Association of Manufacturers, and
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